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PER CURI AM

Nat hani el Lautha Harris pled guilty to possession of a
firearm by a convicted felon, in violation of 18 US. C
88 922(g)(1), 924(e) (2000). The district court sentenced Harris
to eighty-six nonths inprisonment followed by three years of
supervised release. Harris appeals his conviction and sentence.

Counsel has filed a brief in accordance with Anders v. California,

386 U. S. 738 (1967), raising one issue but stating that, in his
view, there are no neritorious grounds for appeal. 1In his pro se
suppl emental brief, Harris raises one issue. Finding no error, we
affirm

Counsel chal |l enges the ei ghty-six nonth sentence i nposed
by the district court. Qur review reflects that the guideline
range was correctly cal cul ated. Furthernore, because the sentence
iswthinthe properly cal cul ated gui deline range and the statutory
maxi mumpenal ty for the of fense, we have no authority to reviewthe
district court’s inposition of this specific sentence. Uni t ed

States v. Porter, 909 F.2d 789, 794 (4th G r. 1990).

In his supplenental pro se brief, Harris challenges the
district court’s subject matter jurisdiction. Specifically, Harris
clainms that the North Carolina Felony Firearms Act, N.C. Gen. Stat.
§ 14-415.1(a) (Supp. 1998), allows a convicted felon to possess a
firearmwthin his hone. However, because the statute does not

confer an wunrestricted right to possess firearns, and because



Harris’ civil rights had not been restored at the tinme of his
of fense (and, apparently, still have not been restored), Harris is
prohi bited, under federal law, fromfirearns ownership. Caron v.

United States, 524 U S. 308, 314 (1998).

As requi red by Anders, we have exam ned the entire record
and find no neritorious issues for appeal. Accordingly, we deny
counsel’s notion to withdraw and affirm Harris’ conviction and
sentence. This court requires that counsel informhis client, in
witing, of his right to petition the Supreme Court of the United
States for further review |If the client requests that a petition
be filed, but counsel believes that such a petition would be
frivolous, then counsel may nove in this court for leave to
wi thdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel's notion nust state that a
copy thereof was served on the client.

We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



